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Although there is authority to the contrary, | generally, the doctrine of respondeat superior is applicable to corporations.” Under 
this doctrine a corporation may be held liable for tortious conduct perpetrated by its officers,” directors,’ agents, or employees° 
acting within the scope of their employment or within the course of business.’ The act need not be expressly authorized,® and 


the corporation or employer may be liable even if the employer did not authorize or ratify such acts and even if it expressly 


forbade them.” 


On the other hand, the mere fact that a tort may have been committed by, or imputed to, an executive officer of a corporation 
does not mean that the corporation is liable for the tort if the individual's activity at the time of the incident had no relationship 


to the corporation's business. sad 


Practice Tip: 


A principal corporation cannot be held liable under the doctrine of respondeat superior when the jury has exonerated the codefendant 


employees whose conduct was alleged to be the sole basis of the claim for liability. '! 
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